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DETAILED ACTION 

The Amendment, filed on May 19, 2003 has been entered and overcomes the 
rejection of claims 1,2,9-11 and 12,13,15,16 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), and claims 3- 
6,17 and 14,19 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Cancellation of claims 25,31 has been entered. 



Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The disclosure in page 5 lines 24-26, reciting 'optionally, the total number of 
layers will be less than 100,1 10,120,130,150, or 200' is ambiguous. It is not clear 
whether the total number of layers without suffering mechanical failure due to tensile 
stresses in the optical interference coating will be less than 1 00 or 200 and hence the 
maximum number of layers in the coating without being susceptible to tensile stress is 
not clearly ascertained. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 8 recites exactly the same limitation as of claim 1 and hence must be 
cancelled. 

Claims 7,18 and 20 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Claims 
7,18 and 20 recite the limitation comprising the number of layers greater than 55 while 
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depending on claim 1 which recites the number of layers greater than 60 and hence fail 
to further limit the claiml . Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the 
claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in 
independent form. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

Claims 21-24,26-30,32-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Referring to claims 21 and 27, the 
limitation comprising a ratio of the total thickness of all the layers of high refractive index 
material to the total thickness of all the layers of low refractive index material greater 
than 0.76, with total number of layers greater than 51 , was not described in the 
specification. The specification discloses (page 5 lines 18-31) the mechanical stress 
decreases as the value of r (ratio of the total thickness of all the layers of high refractive 
index material to the total thickness of all the layers of low refractive index material) 
increases and for coatings having number of layers greater than 51 and maintaining 
mechanical integrity the value of r may be at least 0.9. 
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Claims 22-24, 26, 33-35 are rejected being dependent on base claim 21. 
Claims 28-30,32,36-38 are rejected being dependent on base claim 27. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-6,9-17 and 12-19 are allowed over the prior art of record. 
The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Regarding claims 1 and 1 2, the references of the Prior Art of record fails to teach 
or suggest optical interference coating having the combination of the limitations as set 
forth in claims 1 and 12, and specifical.y comprising the .imitation of total number of 
layers being greater than 60 and the coating having sufficiently low tensile stress. 

Regarding claims 2-6,9-17, claims 2-6,9-17 are al.owab.e for the reasons given in 
claim 1 because of their dependency status from claim 1 . 

Claims 13-19 are allowable for the 
dependency status from claim 12. 



reasons given in claim 12 because of their 
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